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Abstract

In this manuscript, we have researched the cosmic expansion phenomenon in flat FRW
Universe through the interaction of the recently proposed Reényi holographic dark energy
(RHDE). For this reason, we assumed Hubble (H) and Granda—Oliveros (GO) horizons
as IR cut-off in the framework of f(R,T) gravity. With this choice for IR cut-off, we
can obtain some important cosmological quantities such as the equation of state w,,
energy density p,, density parameter {2,,, and pressure p,, which are the function of the
redshift z. It is observed that in both IR cut-offs the EoS parameter displays quintom-like
behaviour for three different values of . Here we plot these parameters versus redshift z
and discuss the consistency of the recent findings. Next, we explore the wT—w; plane and
the stability analysis of the dark energy model by a perturbation method. Our findings
demonstrate that the Universe is an accelerating model of rapid growth that is explained
by quintom like behaviour. Hence the feasibility of the RHDE model with Hubble and
GO cut-off is supported by our model. The results indicate that the IR cut-offs play a
significant role in the understanding of the dynamics of the universe.
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1 Introduction

Observational information received by (SNIa) [I]- [2], large scale structures (LSS) [3]- [5] and
cosmic microwave background (CMB), anisotropies [6]- [7] confirmed the present accelerated ex-
pansion of the universe. The dark energy is assumed as a responsible candidate for this present
scenario of accelerated Universe [§]- [I0]. The character of DE is unknown, and mysterious. The
easiest choice for DE is cosmological constant with positive energy density and negative pressure.

The cosmological constant faces several challenges, such as the issue of fine tuning, and the
problem of coincidence [§]. One reasonable way of relieving the question of cosmic coincidence
is to assume that dark matter (DM) and dark energy (DE) interact. For the complex DE sce-
nario, there are different alternate theories suggested by observing the accelerating universe:
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(a) the scalar-field models of DE including quintessence [11], tachyon [12], k-essence [13], (b)
the interacting DE models including chaplygin gas [14], polytropic gas [15]- [16], phantom [17]
and holographic dark energy (HDE) [18]- [19]. On the other hand, the nature of DE can be
investigated on the basis of certain principles of quantum gravity, which would be the yield to
the (HDE) model [20]- [24].

Another approach to solving the dark energy problem is to connected the certain aspects of
the theory of quantum gravity, known as the holographic principle [25]- [28]. Several authors are
focusing on the numerous cosmological implications of new and modified HDE models [29]- [33].
Another significant factor of this model is the IR cut-off. A lot of HDE models are discussed in
the literature, depending on the IR cut-off.

Many authors are working on the different IR cut-offs like: Sharma and Dubey [34] worked
on the interacting Reényi holographic dark energy with parametrization on the interaction term
and studied the graphical behaviour of cosmological parameters. Vipin et al. [35] have also
observed the growth rate of perturbations by using hierarchy. The anisotropic and spatially
homogeneous Bianchi type-V Iy (RHDE) models of general relativity discussed in [36]. In this
model authors assumed both (H) and (GO) horizons as IR cut-off and obtained cosmological pa-
rameters. In the same context, Tayeb et al. [37] analysed the anisotropic Reényi holographic dark
energy models in flat space-time. Qolibikloo and Ghodsib [38] investigate the Rényi entropy
and inequalities under the phase transition. The expansion and growth data were combined
by Akhlaghi [39] to investigate the ability of the three most popular HDE models, namely the
Ricci scale, future event horizon, and Granda—Oliveros IR cut-offs.

In this sequence, Ghaffari [40] examined the cosmological models of HDE in a DGP braneworld
with GO cut-off. In recent year many entropy formalisms has been used and explore the cos-
mological models. Some new HDE models are being developed, such as the RHDE model, [41],
Sharma-Mittal HDE (SMHDE) [42] and Tsallis HDE (THDE). Among these models RHDE is
more stable model which is based on non-interactions between cosmic region [43]- [44]. Younas
et al. [45] have investigated entropies of Renyi, Tsallis and Sharma—-Mittal in flat FRW Universe
within Chern—Simons modified gravity. HDE model was conjectured as IR cut-off with Benken-
stein entropy and Hubble horizon that does not provide an appropriate explanation for the level
of a flat FRW universe [46]- [48]. Recently, a new HDE model was proposed and explored by
changing the standard HDE as S5 = yA%, where v is an unspecified constant A, = 47 L? rep-
resents the area of the horizon and ¢ is a non-additivity parameter, called Tsallis holographic
dark energy (THDE) [44,149]. Another possibility for DE showed up when Cohen et al. [50]
applied some speculation on the mutual connection between UV (A) and IR (L) cut-offs and
the entropy of framework, expressing as p, o % where p, is the vacuum energy density [50].
Bekenstein and Hawking [51.52] studied the thermodynamics of the black hole. It is indicated
that the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy bound S, ~ MZL?, scales as the region A, «~ L? rather
than the volume V'« L? and M, is the reduced Plank mass (87G = 1/M? = 1). On the other
hand, the Bekenstein entropy bound S, is EL for the case where E = p, L? is the energy, and
L is the IR cut-off. For p, < M?L™? by using Sp < S,u. Here C7 is a numerical constant,
given the HDE:

pa = 3CT ML (1)



Observational information, which is acquired by restricting the HDE model, clearly demon-
strate C; = 0.818+2%, [53] and C; = 0.8154+2(Ty9 [54] for flat and non-flat space time sepa-
rately. Several research on the HDE model and its features are reported in [55]- [58]. The two
latest entropies Renyi and Tsallis [59]- [62] are commonly used to study various gravitational
and cosmological phenomena [63]- [71]. HDE density derivation is based on the relationship of
entropy-area Spy = A, /4, where A, is the area of black hole horizon. Subsequently, by chang-
ing the entropy relation, one can locate new type of HDE. It is surprising that the form of HDE
and gravity model equations can be generalized by using a generalized method of entropy-area
relationship. So, we have a generalized Friedmann equation to define evolution of the universe.
This idea motivates us to look through Renyi entropy into the constructive accelerating phases
of the Universe. The entropy in RHDE was discussed in Refs. [65]- [67].
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Here § is a constant and S,. is Tsallis entropy. Bekenstein and Tsallis is equal [65HG7.[71] then

Eq. @) becomes:

1 A,
S, = 51+ 7). 3)

if § tends to zero, the Reényi entropy reduces to A,/4. During the current work, we are con-
sidering HDE by applying the Rényi entropy. In this direction a brief survey of the theories
of modified gravity as the new participation explored a cosmological reconstruction. Harko et
al. [72] developed new generalized theory known as F'(R,T) gravity.

Several cosmologist [73]- [75] have studied f(R,T") gravity in distinct context. The main
aim of our proposed model is to consider f(R,T) model with Rényi HDE by assuming two IR
cut-offs. The work in this manuscript is configured as: The field equations of f(R,T') gravity is
set out in Sect.2. Renyi HDE models are considered in Sect.3. Renyi HDE model with Hubble
horizon cut-off are discussed in Sect.3.1. Renyi HDE model with GO horizon cut-off is examined
in Sect.3.2. w, — w/T plane is discussed in Sect.4. The stability of the model is discussed in
Sect.5 and the outcomes are summarized with conclusions that are discussed in Sect.6.

2 Basic field equations of f(R,T) gravity

We assume that the behaviour for the modified gravity theories takes the form:

S= %/f(}z, T)\/—_gd4:):+/Lm\/—_gd4x. (4)

Here f(R,T) is an arbitrary function of the trace (7') and Ricci scalar (R). Here L,, is the
matter Lagrangian density.

The stress-energy tensor of matter is defined as [76]
VTV by
The field equations of the F/(R,T) model are obtained as
2FR (Rv T)RZJ - F(Rv T)gij + 2(92‘]‘5 - vlvj)fR(Rv T) = 167TTij - 2FT (R, T>TU - 2FT (R, T) Oij -
(6)

(5)



However, the stress-energy tensor for the current work is considered as

Tij = —pgij + (p + p)uin;. (7)

Also, the matter Lagrangian can be assumed as L,, = —p. The conditions u;u’ = 1 and
u'Vju; = 0 satisfy the four-velocity. In our model, we assumed the particular case of f(R,T)
expressing by the function f(R,T) = 2f(T) + R, where f(T) is an arbitrary function of the
stress-energy tensor of matter. The gravitational field equations follows by Eq. (6] written as

2R;; — Rgij = 167Ty; + Af(T)Ty; + 2[2pf (T) + f(T)] g4, (8)

where the dot indicates the derivative is related to the argument. For the dust filled universe
(p = 0), the gravitational field equations are given by

These field equations are suggested in [77]. We can obtain a cosmological model by considering
the dust Universe, by select the function f(7T') = £T, £ — constant.

The metric of a flat FRW Universe is considered as:

ds* = dt* — a® (dz® + dy* + dz?) . (10)
The gravitational field equations are written as,
d2
3 (%) = Gr+300m (1)
Qd + @ =¢ (12)
a2 ST

This f(R,T) gravitational model is equal to efficient cosmological constant A.;; oc H?, where
H = % is the Hubble function [77]. Field equations are reduced in terms of H,

Sm 2 e, (13)

2H +3 =
+ 81 + 3¢

The general solution of the above Eq. (I3]) obtained as

287 +3) 28
H(t) = 5 et 20) = 30 (14)

_ (87+3¢)
= (Bry2e)”

where a(t) = t37 is the scale factor where 3

Here we are using different expression for H, like future event Hubble horizon as the infrared
cut-off, Ref. [7§] and GO infrared cut-off. By the conservation equation we obtained as

dp
8tT +3H(p, +p,) =0. (15)
Here p,. is the Renyi holographic energy density, solving Eq.(IH) the EoS parameter w,. can be
rewrite as: 1 .
Pr
— 11— _— (2} 16
o 3H <pT) (16)
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3 Renyi HDE model

We have taken a system with m, states with P; probability distribution and satisfies the condition
>, P;=1. Renyi and Tsallis entropy are well known parameter of generalized entropy [49].

_ 1 s 1 s
S, = gmzijpi S, = gln;Pi - P, (17)
where 6 = 1 —U and U is a real parameter. Now using the above equations we get the relation,
1
S, = gln(l +9S7). (18)

In Eq. (I8) the Bekenstein entropy is Sy = %, and A, = 4nL?. This gives the Renyi

entropy of the system as Sg = $In(1 + o L?) [60].

In this section we take the assumption p,.dV o T'ds [69] then we can get the Renyi HDE
density in IR cut-off written as

303 1
~ 8rL2(1+miL?)’

In this case, C? is the numerical constant, V' is the volume, and T is the temperature of the
system. We have used T = &L and A = 4% = 47(3%)?/3, relationships valid for the flat FRW

Universe. It is clear that we have p, = % is a complete agreement with OHDE [211[46]47]
in the absence of §. In this section, we use the Reényi entropy by considering the Bekenstein

entropy as the Tsallis entropy [63]- [69].

Py (19)

Finally, we are proposing a new holographic dark energy model, which is RHDE. Next we
have examined the well-known cosmological parameters of H and GO IR cut-off in Sect.3.1 &
Sect.3.2.

3.1 Model-I: Réenyi HDE model with hubble horizon cut-off with
redshift parameterization

Hubble horizon is the simplest choice with the Hubble length L = H~! [48]. According to

the holographic principle the energy density of DE is proportional to the square of the Hubble

parameter i.e., pr o< H? [39]. The principle states that the given choice can solve the fine tuning
problem.

Here the Renyi energy density is obtained as

302 H2 w6\ "
o= (14 73) (20)

1

Utilizing Hubble horizon as a possibility for IR cut-off i.e., L = & and 87 = 1. In this analysis

we use the a = (1[1)2) redshift parameterization,

26'CY

12747 (227) 3/8 4 2726 (L) /8

Pr (21)
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By using Egs.(I6) and (21]), we get EoS parameter defined as,

—97m 36 (£) #/P + 1810 (27) /P — 4% 4 45

Wy = 97Tﬁ5( )3/B+4ﬁ3 (22)
By using Egs.(2I)) and (22) we get pressure as,
_2B% (973 () ¥ — 18w () ¥ + 4% — 48%) | (23)
! 3m (4B2 (m) % + 916 (z—+1) %> 2
Using Eqs.(I4)) and (21I), we obtain density parameter as
a 21

Q
’ 187r25( 20.) 3/6 4 8w 32

The behaviour of cosmological parameters such as energy density, Eos parameter, pressure
and density parameter are shown in this section, where the density parameter €27 is defined
as the ratio between the actual (or observed) density pr and the critical density p. of the
Friedmann Universe. Here pc = 35 the relation between the actual density and the critical
density determines the overall geometry of the Universe; when they are equal, the geometry of

the Universe is flat (Euclidean) of the total RHDE in IR cut-off.

3.2 Model-II: Renyi HDE model with Granda—Oliveros (GO) hori-
zon cut-off with redshift parameterization

Granda and Oliveros first [79,80] introduced the cut-off L = (kH? + mH)~"/? and attempt to
resolve the well known cosmological problems like cosmic coincidence and stability. In this se-
quence, the acceleration combined the Hubble parameter together with its time derivative. On
substituting GO cut-off in Eq. (I4]) and taking (87 = 1), we get L = () Wigﬁ (.

By using Eq. (20), we get energy density as,

26 (25) ~7(3m — 28k)"

P = Yt (S1md (25,) 5 + 165K — 480%km 1 365m?) (25)
By using Eqs. ([I0) and (25]), we get EoS parameter defined as
—817 (8 — 4)0 () /% — 16(8 — 2)B*k* + 48(8 — 2)8%km — 36(5 — 2)5%m?
“r = 817r55( 20) 6/ + 1635k — 483%km + 363>m? (26)
By using Egs.(25) and (26]) we obtained pressure as
_ 2P (200) ~5/8(3m — 2Bk)* (=817 (8 — 4)6 (L) /% — 4(8 — 2)*(3m — 26k)?) o

br 27 (810 (L25) 678 + 432 (3m — 25k)?) 2

Using Eqs.(I4) and (25) we get density parameter as



B2c? (Z“—Jfl) =3/8(3m — 28k)*

" 187 (8176 (L2;) 677 + 165k2 — 480%km + 3652m?)

Here we also calculate the well known cosmological parameters like energy density, Eos

Parameter, pressure and density parameter 2. of the Friedmann Universe. We noticed that the
geometry of the universe is flat (Euclidean) of the total RHDE in GO cut-off.
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Figure 1: a. Plot of p,. versus z with (H hoz.) cut-off b. Plot of p.. versus z with (GO hoz.)
cut-off

Figure la,b show the energy density of RHDE with Hubble horizon and GO horizon cut-

off versus redshift z respectively. All the trajectories of p, indicate the positive behaviour
throughout the evolution of the universe for various estimations of §. Likewise it can be seen

that p, is a positive decrease function and decreases, more sharply as ¢ increases. We observed
RHDE is the decreasing function of redshift z in both IR cut-offs and we also found that in
high redshift p,. tends to zero.
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Figure 2: a. Plot of pressure p,. versus z (H hoz.) cut-off b. Plot of pressure p,. versus z (GO
hoz.) cut-off

Figure 2a, b demonstrates the behaviour of pressure of RHDE with Hubble horizon and GO
horizon cut-off versus redshift z respectively. Recent cosmological perceptions firmly show that
our universe is dominated by the component with negative pressure called dark energy.

It is ascertained that the isotropic pressure is negative throughout the evolution. From the
figures we noticed that the pressure is decreasing function of the redshift in both IR cut-offs.

(a)
Figure 3: a. Plot of EoS parameter w,. versus z (H hoz.) cut-off b. Plot of EoS parameter w.,.
versus z (GO hoz.) cut-off



Table 1: The behaviour of EoS parameter w,, with redshift parameterization for different values of g
in Hubble Horizon cut-off

0=10 0 =100 0 =500
B <0 Phantom B <O Phantom B <O Phantom
0< B<1.88 Quintessence 0<pB<1.98 Quintessence 0<pB<1.99 Quintessence

1.88 < B <2 Quintessence— Phantom 1.98< B <2 Quintessence— Phantom 1.99 < B <10 Quintessence— Phantom

2<pB<10 Phantom 2<pB<10 Phantom 2<p<10 Phantom

Table 2: The behaviour of EoS parameter w,, with redshift parameterization for different values of g
in Granda—Oliver (GO) cut-off

B <0 Phantom B <0 Phantom B <O Phantom
0<pB<3 Quintessence 0<pB<L3.7 Quintessence 0<B<L39 Quintessence

3< B <399 quintessence— Phantom 3.7 < B <£3.99 Quintessence— Phantom 3.90 < B <4 Quintessence— Phantom

4<pB<L10 Phantom 3.99 < <10 Phantom 4<pB<10 Phantom

Figure 3a implies that the EoS parameter w, is broadly used to categorize the different
phases of the expanding universe. The EoS parameter of RHDE with H hoz. cut-off is given
in Eq. (22). The mathematical analysis of Eos parameter regarding quintessence / phantom
for different values of 5 in [-10, 10] has been presented in Table 1 and 2 respectively. Here we
notice that the EoS parameter initially lies in low phantom region or phantom era w, < —1 at
high redshift z and crossing the phantom divide line(PDL) w,. = —1. It enters in quintessence
region and again lies in phantom region for different values of § are shown in Table 1 and 2.
Similarly in Figure 3b additionally demonstrations the analysis of the EoS parameter for the
(RHDE-GO cut-off) which is shown in Eq. (26). In this figure we also observed that EoS
parameter w, moves towards the high phantom region to quintessence region and after that
again lies in phantom region for different values of §. The trajectories of EoS parameter show
the transition from phantom region to quintessence region by evolving the vacuum era of the
universe in both IR cut-offs. This is called quintom-like nature of the universe.
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Figure 4: a. Plot of density parameter 2. versus z (H hoz.) cut-off b. Plot of density parameter
Q. versus z (GO hoz.) cut-off.

Fig. 4 depicts the behaviour of density parameter €2,. versus redshift z for various estimations
of §. In this figure the density parameter of the RHDE is seen to be lower region for the high
redshift. We also noticed that the density parameter is positive throughout the evolution in
both IR cut-offs.

4 Dynamics of wT-w; plane

Caldwell and Linder [81],[82], recommend the wT—w’T plane to describe the dynamical property
of DE model. Here w,. is the EoS parameter and w'T is its evolutionary structure. Where dot
means the derivative concerning Ina. Here the (wT—w;) plane was segregated in two regions, the

thawing region w, < 0, w/T > () is the region where the EoS parameter evolves w,, < —1 increases
with time and its evolution parameter shows positive behaviour, and the freezing region w,, < 0,
w’T < 0 in this region evolution parameter is negative.

For Renyi HDE with (H hoz.) IR-cut-off with redshift

We can obtain the w, by differentiating the EoS parameter which is in Eqs. (22) and (26)
with respect to Ina then we get

w108 ()Y 2
T dlna (976 (£y) 3P +452) 2
For Renyi HDE with (GO hoz) IR cut-off with redshift
388876 () 6/8(3m — 28k)?
L dw,, (z+1) ( Bk) (30)

" dlna (8176 (L22) 67 + 165k2 — 480%km + 3652m?) 2
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Figure 5: a. Plot of w, — w; versus z (H hoz) cut-off b. Plot of w, — w; versus z (GO hoz.)
cut-off

From figure 5a, b we discuss the behaviour of (wT—w'T) plane corresponding to Eqgs. (29) and
(B0) for three different values of 8. These figures shows that (w,-w, ) trajectories represents
thawing region and are overlapped together during the whole evaluation.

5 Stability of the model

One may check the stability of the derived solution with respect to the perturbation of the space-
time [83]- [84]. To this purpose, we considered the perturbations of volume scalar, directional
Hubble factors and mean Hubble factor as

V- VB+VBZ&)Z, H; — Hg +6b;, H — Hg+= Zéb,, ZH2 — ZH,% +2ZHB Ob;.
=1 i=1 =1
(31)
For metric perturbation 0b; to be linear the following equations must be satisfied

ob; +2) 0p.0b; =0, (32)
2.2

. Vg .
0by + 0bi + 7 0b;0s, =0, (33)
B -
J

> " 6b; = 0. (34)

From the simplification of above equations

Vg
by + —6b; = 0 35
1 : (35)

where the background volume scalar Vg leads to
Vg =%, (36)
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From Egs.([35) and (36), the metric perturbation becomes

t1—26
5()@ =C + Clm, (37)

where ¢; and ¢y are constants of integration.

Thus, the actual fluctuation for each expansion factor da; = ap,d0b; are expressed as

t

oa; = 28 _—
a Co +cl(1_25)

(38)
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Figure 6: Plot of stability analysis with redshift z

From Eq.(38)) and Fig. 6, we notice that the positive estimation of /3, the J,; approaches to
zero for large z — oo i.e. d,; — 0. Thus, the background solution is stable against the metric
perturbation. This figure depicts the behaviour of actual fluctuations with respect to redshift.
In past, the actual fluctuation is null but it increases minimally on later time.

6 Conclusion

In this work, the Renyi holographic type DE model with two IR cut-offs: Hubble horizon L = %
and Granda & Oliveros horizon L = (kH? + mH)~"/? cut-off have been discussed in f(R,T)
gravity by considering the parameters £ = 0.8 and m = 0.89. For this purpose , we have anal-
ysed the cosmological features like: energy density, pressure, EoS parameter, density parameter,
(wr-wy) plane and stability of the models are discussed. We have summarized our results as
follows:
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e The energy density of RHDE p,. is positive decreasing function for the three values of
with redshift z. We found this behaviour is similar in both IR cut-offs as seen in Fig.1a,b
respectively.

e Both models (I, IT) indicate that the pressure is negative in all estimations throughout
the evaluation seen in Fig.2a, b.

e The trajectories of EoS parameter show the transition from phantom region to quintessence
region by evolving the vacuum era of the universe in both IR cut-offs as clear from Fig.3a, b.

e We also notice that the density parameter €2, is positive throughout the evolution in both
IR cut-offs as seen in Fig.4a, b.

e The (w,-w,') trajectories indicate the thawing region for the Renyi HDE model with
Hubble horizon cut-off and GO cut-off as seen in Fig.5a, b.

e We have conducted that the perturbation analysis to examine the stability of the con-
sidered dark energy model and found that RHDE shows more stability during the comic
evolution seen in (Fig.6). Subsequently our created model is stable.

e Here, we also include a comparative study of our work with recent works on this subject
[34135] and found that our findings are in good agreement with their work but their models
are unstable whereas our both models are stable.

The feasibility of the Rényi holographic dark energy model with Hubble and GO cut-off
is supported by our research and combined observational data is consistent with the future
horizon.
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